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In response to the alleged lack of unity of invention under PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2, and 
the Restriction Requirement stated in the Office Action mailed May 8, 2006, applicants hereby 
provisionally elect, v^ith traverse , to prosecute the subject matter of Group IV (claims 1-2 (in 
part)) in this application. Applicants note and appreciate the statement in the Office Action that 
method of preparation claims, to the extent commensurate in scope with the elected invention, 
will be examined with the elected invention. 



However, applicants respectfully traverse the restriction requirement since the 



subject matter of all of claims 1-6 is sufficiently related that a thorough and complete search for 
the subject matter of the elected claims would necessarily encompass a thorough and complete 
search for the subject matter of the non-elected claims. See, for example, U.S. Patent 6,344,283 
(cover sheet and claims attached). Thus, search and examination of the entire application could 
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be made without serious burden. See MPEP § 803 in which states that "[i]f the search and 
examination of an entire appUcation can be made without serious burden, the Examiner must 
examine it on the merits." This policy should apply in the present application to avoid 
unnecessary delay and expense to applicants and duplicative examination by the Patent Office. 

Applicants' undersigned attorney received a non-substantive voice mail message left by 
the Examiner on April 25, 2006, and telephoned the Examiner and left a voice mail message on 
April 26, 2006, but never received any return communication before receipt of the May 8, 2005 
Office Action. 
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